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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: to 
emphasize the patentable feature of the claimed invention as the Applicant argued in the remarks filed 3 May 2006 
and to clearly distinguish from the prior art references by amending claims 1 and 2 with structure limitations ; and to 
correct minor informalities in claims 6 and 25 by an examiner's amendment.. 


